How federal entrapment actually works 
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The American federal justice system is based upon the principle of entrapment. 
Federal agents go out looking for individuals they believe are “predisposed” to 
commit crimes, and then persuade them to conspire to commit new crimes, and 
arrest them for the conspiracy, resulting in a sentence similar to what they would 
have received had the committed the actual crime itself. A key to this system is that 
no actual crime occurs, and that, often, no actual crime was possible - the federal 
government arrests people for dreams that never come to fruition, and which they 
usually could never have achieved without the aid of the federal government. Thus, 
the federal government not only incarcerates a large portion of the US population, 
but it simultaneously manages to not actually address any real criminal acts in 
doing so. This system is largely based upon that of the old Soviet Union, where 
arrests of individuals for crimes of motive and social and economic status took 
priority over arrests for commissions of real criminal offenses. 


Most federal entrapment cases revolve around two things - drugs and guns - 
products of the “war on drugs” which Ronald Reagan laid the legal foundation for in 
the mid 1980s. Modern “terrorism” and “murder for hire” cases are largely derived 
from the “drugs and guns” model and are derivative thereof. 


In a federal entrapment, an individual is recruited as an informant for the federal 
government. This individual is typically someone accused or convicted of federal 
crimes in the past, though, in political movements where the average member is 
not involved in crime, they may be relatively bit players who express dissatisfaction 
with some higher priority federal target. Typically, an individual receives a reduction 
of one third to one half of their sentence for cooperation with the federal authorities 
that leads to the arrest of a more valuable target. Individuals not facing federal 
charges typically receive a salary of $400 - $500 a week, tax-free, plus a cash bonus 
for every conviction that results from their efforts. In both cases, there is an intense 
motivation to lie or engage in dishonest or criminal acts to convict the informant’s 
target. This motivation is shared by the informant’s handlers, who are generally 
under quotas to produce so many arrests in so long a period, with higher profile 
arrests being better for agent’s careers. Thus, there is an intense motivation for all 
parties to target and frame innocent but high profile citizens. Federal agents are 
typically required to have four informants on their payroll and encourage to have at 


least ten on their payroll at any given time. When one calculates all of the federal 
agents and agencies involved in such a program, as much as one out of every one 
hundred adults in the United States is employed creating crimes for the benefit of 
the US federal government. 


The informant is then told to find a victim - a person who will be implicated and 
arrested for breaking a federal law. Higher profile victims are preferred, and 
innocence is not a defense against entrapment. Federal law requires that federal 
agents show that there was a “propensity” to commit a crime, but it has been found 
that “propensity” to commit a major drug trafficking offense can consist of having 
once smoked marijuana, and that “propensity” to commit an act of terrorism can 
consist of having once spoken angrily about the government. Thus the “propensity” 
requirement is really no requirement at all - if all us fails, the informant merely has 
to claim that they heard an angry statement, and an entire “murder for hire” frame 
up can be justified. The federal courts have also ruled that the unsupported 
testimony of a single witness can be sufficient evidence to prove an issue beyond a 
reasonable doubt, never mind provide reasonable cause to initiate an investigation 


In a federal sting, the informant will typically approach an individual and ask them 
to commit a crime. Federal law requires that a conspiracy involve two or more 
people who are not federal agents, but the federal government evades this 
requirement, when necessary, with solicitation, aid, and attempt laws. Solicitation 
statutes often don’t apply, because they require the targeted party to solicit the 
crime, when the federal government is generally the party suggesting the crime. 
However, the Courts have found that the federal government can suggest a crime 
and the party they suggest it to can still “solicit” it by agreeing that it should occur - 
particularly if the federal agent pretends to have “cold feet” or to withdraw. Aid to 
terrorism laws (different from “aiding and abetting”) require that an individual 
intend to provide “material assistance” to terrorism; examples of “material 
assistance” include things as minor as sharing “terrorist” literature on the internet 
or working as the criminal attorney for an individual accused of “terrorism”. Attempt 
laws are utilized when a targeted individual insists on being “lone wolf”, and involve 
a more complex type of FBI operation, in which materials for an attempt often have 
to be provided without any real danger being created. 


Federal sting operations tend to be stereotyped, and are run according to 
operations manuals provided by the FBI. For instance, in Chicago, Illinois, a popular 
type of DEA sting involves “robbing a stash house.” An individual involved in drugs 
is approached and asked to participate in robbing a stash house - though the stash 
house and the drugs do not exist. Once an agreement is reached, the targeted 


individual is asked to bring others into the agreement, and a small “crew” is formed. 
The amount of drugs at the stash house is talked up from perhaps one kilo to begin 
with to thirty; the effect of this is to increase the sentencing guidelines from five to 
thirty years. These targeted individuals are told to meet at the wildlife preserve just 
south of Chicago, where they are ambushed by federal agents and arrested. Six to 
ten individuals in two groups are typically arrested in this manner every week by 
federal agents. 


The individuals targeted for this kind of sting are generally poor drug addicts. Often, 
they will appear on the related videotapes obviously high on cocaine as they are 
walked through the arrest process by the agents and informants. Most would never 
have had access to thirty kilos of cocaine outside of the federal sting; all are treated 
in the press as major drug traffickers and as evidence of the effectiveness of the 
government's war on drugs. 


During a federal string, every effort is generally made to eliminate the potential for 
violence or injury. The federal government has sometimes spectacularly failed in 
this regard, and has sometimes authorized political violence, such as the Oklahoma 
City bombing or the attempted bombing of Cyndi Steele. In general, though, the 
federal government tries to minimize the threat to their own agents and to the 
general public, because such violence reflects negatively on federal operations. The 
primary means by which the federal government effects this is through the 
maintenance of control over the operation at every level - their informants become 
intimately involved in the operation and are present at every major development in 
it to prevent anything outside of the script from occurring. 


For instance, federal informants will generally not provide loaded or even functional 
weapons to targets. In many cases, federal informants do provide guns, bombs or 
missiles to targeted individuals; in all cases, these are non-functional items. If 
targeted individuals simply tested or demanded a demonstration of the weapons 
they were buying, a majority of federal terrorism “attempt” cases would be short 
circuited. When targets provide their own weapons, the federal informants will work 
to separate the target from the weapon; a typical ploy is to suggest that all 
weapons be placed in the trunk of a car or in a separate vehicle from the one the 
targets are travelling in. A good way to delay or short circuit a federal arrest is to 
carry a loaded weapon on one’s person - though flash bangs and similar devices are 
typically used when federal agents believe they have lost control of a weapon 
during a frame up. 


Federal informants also do not provide useful information to targets. Most federal 
law enforcement officials live in terror of their home address being published on the 
internet; one cannot underestimate the personal cowardice of the men and women 
who serve in the federal judiciary and in the federal law enforcement agencies. 
Federal agents never provide accurate personal information on federal officials to 
targeted victims, and, if they provide inaccurate information, it will be the address 
of a public building or phone number - not an incorrect residence. Just as with 
weapons, if most targets of federal stings attempted to validate the information 
they were receiving, they would not be in prison today. Federal stings tend to catch 
people who are careless and excessively trusting, which is why they tend not to 
catch the individuals actually operating criminal enterprises. 


The federal government will, within political groups, attempt to incite violence, but 
this violence will always be vague and directed towards public buildings and public 
targets - not towards individuals. It is also always the kind of violence that an 
individual requires assistance to commit - the feds will not tell an individual to go 
and get a gun and shoot up a building, first, because the sentencing guidelines for 
shootings are lower than for explosives, but, second, because that is something an 
individual could potentially do without the assistance of the federal agents. Better 
to lead the target down a route where they are dependent on the agents than down 
a route where they could “go rogue” and commit an act on their own. 


Federal sting operations also direct their targets towards means of communication 
that can be monitored and in which both parties can be definitely identified. For 
instance, telephones, particularly cellular telephones, are utilized for ease of 
recording and because the GPS devices in telephones definitely identify the location 
of a party. Credit cards are preferred for purchases, when possible, because they 
provide identity information on the purchaser - though cash, particularly counterfeit 
cash, is utilized when the recipient is a federal agent. (An example is a federal 
missile terrorism sting, in which the target was told that the cost of the missile he 
wanted to fire at a federal building was $75,000, and the target was encouraged to 
counterfeit funds with a Xerox machine to purchase the missile - adding eighty 
years to his sentence). Federal agents also like to meet in person and utilize a 
device that generally looks like a car-lock clicker to record what happens. The 
federal government attempts to put as much of their operation as possible on 
record - and thus they will avoid things like anonymized internet as a means of 
communication. 


To ease concerns about communication monitoring, the federal government will 
generally use a stereotyped set of code words suggested by their informants. In 


murder for hire cases, the murder is often referred to as “painting the house.” In 
drug case, a kilo of drugs may be referred to as a “CD”, a “leather jacket” or a “car 
rim”. The same phrases and techniques are typically used and reused in these 
cases, as the men arrested are generally incarcerated so long that they are not able 
to share information on how they are arrested with others, and thus the general 
population remains ignorant of what is occurring. 


In evaluating whether or not someone is approaching you is an informant, one 
should be observant. If the individual is asking you to join them in committing a 
crime, you should ask yourself, “why is this person asking me to commit a crime?” If 
you are not someone already engaged in violent crime, it is unlikely that someone 
you do not know would approach you and ask you to commit a crime. If you are the 
leader of a political group not engaged in criminal acts, it is rare that someone who 
is not a federal informant would ask you to commit a crime. As mafia members will 
tell you, a general rule of criminal acts is not to work with someone you don’t know 
- and you should know who they are, where they live, who their family is, how they 
earn a living, and all of the details before even entertaining a criminal proposal from 
them. 


If one is aware of federal law and particularly federal sentencing guidelines, federal 
informants become easier to spot. Most federal informants, once they have their 
hooks in a target, will attempt to talk a case up directly along the federal sentencing 
guidelines - increasing drug and money amounts or changing the underlying 
offense to make the crime more serious. For instance, thirty kilos of “ghost coke” 
maxes out a drug sentence as a thirty year mandatory minimum; bombing an 
occupied building carries a thirty five year mandatory minimum bombing an 
unoccupied building or a public area carries less. If what the person approaching 
you for the crime is walking you through the sentencing guidelines, they are an 
informant. 


But the best way to be safe is to simply stay in control of your actions yourself. If 
you are going to commit a crime, be the person directing it, or at least directing 
your role in it. Real criminals try to avoid meeting in large groups to plan crimes; the 
person directing the activity meets with each member individually. Preferably, the 
participants approach and leave the target area individually, meeting only during 
the commission of the crime. Real criminals do not place their weapons in the trunk 
of a car; they have no weapon, or they have a weapon ready for use. If you are not 
a real criminal, consider whether it is a line of work really suited for you - for many, 
it is not. 


